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any theory of probability which seeks to found itself upon the
conception of statistical frequency.
The generalised frequency theory which I propose to put
forward, as perhaps representative of what adherents of this
doctrine have in mind, differs from Venn's in several important
respects.1 In the first place, it does not regard probability as
being identical with statistical frequency, although it holds that
all probabilities must be based on statements of frequency, and
can be defined in terms of them. It accepts the theory that
propositions rather than events should be taken as the subject-
matter of probability; and it adopts the comprehensive view
of the subject according to which it includes induction and all
other cases in which we believe that there are logical grounds for
preferring one alternative out of a set none of which are certain.
Nor does it follow Venn in supposing any special connection to
exist between a frequency theory of probability and logical
empiricism.
10. A proposition can be a member of many distinct classes
of propositions, the classes being merely constituted by the
existence of particular resemblances between their members
or in some such way. We may know of a given proposition that
it is one of a particular class of propositions, and we may also
know, precisely or within defined limits, what proportion of this
class are true, without our being aware whether or not the given
proposition is true. Let us, therefore, call the actual proportion
of true propositions in a class the truth-frequency 2 of the class,
and define the measure of the probability of a proposition relative
to a class, of which it is a member, as being equal to the truth-
frequency of the class.
The fundamental tenet of a frequency theory of probability
is, then, that the probability of a proposition always depends
upon referring it to some class whose truth-frequency is known
within wide or narrow limits.
Such a theory possesses most of the advantages of Venn's,
but escapes his narrowness. There is nothing in it so far which
could not be easily expressed with complete precision in the
terms of ordinary logic. Nor is it necessarily confined to prob-
1 In what follows I am much indebted for some suggestions in favour of the
frequency, theory communicated to me by Dr. Whitehead; but it is not to be
supposed that the exposition which follows represents his own opinion.
8 This is Dr. Whitehead's phrase.
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